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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. More specifically claims 4, 
9, and 14 are rejected under 112 1 st , because of the limitations of, "interrogating a plurality of 
boot devices in sequence according to a priority order until a boot device supplies password 
information to that of a trusted boot device". The specification of on page 7, discloses the bios 
configuration routine is received, the bios software prompts the user to enter a configuration 
password. Thus, the user must manually enter the password in order to change the order of the 
boot devices. According to the claims 4, 9, and 14, the boot device supplies the password 
information. However, according to the specification in respect to the boot order the user 
supplies the password in order to change the order of the boot devices(see pg. 7). 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. More specifically, claims 4, 9, and 14 are rejected under 1 12 2 nd as failing to point 
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out and distinctly claim subject matter. Claims are rejected under 1 12 2 nd , for the limitation of, 
interrogating a plurality of boot devices in sequence according to a priority order until a boot 
device supplies password information to that of a trusted boot device". The specification 
discloses the bios configuration routine is received; the bios software prompts the user to enter a 
configuration password. Thus, the user must manually enter the password in order to change the 
order of the boot devices(see pg. 7 of specification). However, according to the claims, the boot 
devices are interrogated in order/sequence to determine which boot device will supply the 
password information. This is not consistent with the specification. The password of the boot 
device is supplied by the user to change the order of the boot devices(see pg. 7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claims 1-3, 7-8, 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Pearce 
et al(6,484,308). 

7. As per claims 1, 7, Pearce et al. discloses a method in a data processing system for 
maintaining security during booting of the data processing system(see col. 2, lines 5-10), during 
a boot process, interrogating a boot device(i.e. hard disk) for password information (see col. 2, 
lines 13-16); and in response to the boot device supplying password information corresponding 
to that of a trusted boot device, booting the data processing system utilizing the boot device(see 
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col. 3, lines 38-67), wherein the booting includes booting the data processing system utilizing the 
boot device without entry of any of the password information corresponding to that of a trusted 
boot device by a human user(see col. 3, lines 38-67). 

8. As per claims 2, 8, 13, Pearce discloses the password information of the boot device is 
used which is the manufacturer id, and drive serial number(see col. 3, lines 58-61). 

9. As per claim 3, Pearce et al. discloses wherein interrogating the boot device for password 
information includes startup software interrogating the boot device(see col. 2, lines 13-16). 

10. As per claim 7, it is rejected under the same basis as claim l(see above). Also, Pearce et 
al discloses a memory coupled to the processor for communication (see col. 3, lines 23-37), 
memory includes startup software(see col. 3, lines 35-37). 

11. As per claim 12, it is rejected under the same basis as claim 1 . Further, claim 12, 
discloses wherein the startup software causes a data processing system to interrogate the boot 
device(see col. 2, lines 16-20, col. 3, lines 39-51). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 5-6, 10-1 1, 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pearce et al. 

14. As per claims 5, 10, 15, Pearce et al. discloses storing a password in non- volatile storage 
of the data processing system, inherent in Pearce because Pearce discloses a hard disk(see col. 2, 
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lines 16-20); and determining that the boot device has supplied password information 
corresponding to a trusted boot device(see col. 5, lines 18-26). However, Pearce does not 
disclose hashing(i.e. masking) password information and comparing the hashed password 
information with the stored password. It is well-known in the art, to hash password information 
and compare the hash password information with the stored password, the motivation to hash 
password information is that hashing provides data integrity, because the hash- value is protected. 

15. As per claim 6, Pearce et al. discloses obtaining the password by interrogating the boot 
device for the password information with a password-protected configuration routine(see col. 2, 
lines 5-20, col. 3, lines 38-62). 

16. As per claim 11, Pearce et al. discloses the startup software including a password 
protected configuration routine that obtains the password by interrogating the boot device for the 
password information(see col. 2, lines 16-20). 

17. As per claim 16, limitations have already been addressed(see claim 3 and 6). 

18. Claims 4, 9, and 14 are objected to as being rejected on base claims. Claims are objected 
to for the features of, "interrogating the boot devices for password information includes 
interrogating a 

Response to Amendment 

19. The Applicant states that Pearce does not teach or suggest interrogating a boot device for 
password information and in response to the boot device supplying password information 
corresponding to that of a trusted boot device, booting the data processing system. The 
Examiner disagrees with the Applicant. Pearce discloses a boot device(i.e. hard drive)(see col. 2, 
lines 5-10). The hard drive of Pearce is used to boot the system, only upon the unique drive 
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identification and serial number (i.e. password), this is how the system of Pearce determines 
whether the boot device(i.e. hard drive) is a trusted boot device(see col. 2, lines 13-19). 

20. The Applicant states that Pearce does not make any determination of whether or not the 
hard drive is a trusted boot device during the booting process. The Examiner disagrees with the 
Applicant. Pearce discloses that the hard drive includes a unique manufacturer identification 
number and drive serial number that is used in order to determine which boot device is used to 
boot the system of Pearce(see col. 3, lines 58-65, col. 4, lines 1-20). 

21. The Applicant has remarks in regards to Herzi were persuasive. Herzi discloses changing 
the configuration settings by using a smart card(see col. 4, lines 40-42). The order of the boot 
devices are changed by using the smart card, and the order is stored on the smart card(see col. 5, 
lines 58-64). Herzi does not disclose interrogating the boot devise in sequence of priority. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jenise E. Jackson whose telephone number is (571) 272-3791. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (6:00 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.) alternate Friday's. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




November 8, 2005 / AYAZ SHEIKH 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 




